IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 


STATE OF KANSAS 
Plaintiff 
Case No. 24-DV00172 
vs. 
MATTHEW ESCALANTE 
Defendant MOTION FOR CHANGE OF VENUE AND NOTICE 


OF EFFECT IMPROPER VENUE OF ESCALANTE JOCO CASES 
Pursuant to K.S.A 22-2616 


COMES NOW Pro Se Defendant Alienated Father Matthew Escalante and moves the Court 


for an Order transferring venue to DOUGLAS County, Kansas immediately. 
In Support of this Motion, the Plaintiff notifies this Court in Exhibit A, B, C, and D ofa 


criminal statute violation that is showing occurred by the presiding chief judge of this proceeding 


and is a testimony to the statutory grounds needed for Plaintiff to motion for venue change of KSA 


22-2616. Change of venue. (1) In any prosecution, the court upon motion of the defendant shall order 
that the case be transferred as to him to another county or district if the court is satisfied that there 
exists in the county where the prosecution is pending so great a prejudice against the defendant that 

he cannot obtain a fair and impartial trial in that county. 


Matthew Escalante's cannot receive a fair trial of 24-DV00172 because he holds Exhibits A,B,C D, 
Mr Escalante has captured a criminal act by the Chief Judge of this District Court, and is being prejudiced 
as also hold another of the Same statute violation over a civil judge PWB. 
1. On or around April 4th or April Sth, 2024, the Court and Division 22, received a court file 
labeled by a Johnson County computer system as 22CV00980_21273749.pdf. The problem with 
that PDF, is clear and present, as the Simulation of an Administrative Order is transpiring against 
KSA 21-5907, Simulating Legal Process. Simulating Legal Process is Class A misdemeanor crime. 
A. Facts of Exhibit A, Page 1, with undersigned Chief Judge Charles Droege, of the page titled 
Administrative Order, as not really being an authentic Administrative Order or Any 
Order with Jursidiction at all is found in: 
1. Exhibit A, purported Administrative order does not a Clerk Stamp. It is not filed 
into any county record. 
2. Exhibit A, purported Administrative order is not numbered. At all, the way 
the Kansas Supreme Court lays expectation in the rules that say Admin Orders 
must be numbered in the following way (##-####) and that translated as the two digit 
year and the a sequential number pattern that a district rolls into by orders that come. 
3. Exhibit A, purported Administrative Order is not showing at all, on Johnson County 
Administrative Order public website. And that's because it's not filed and not real. It 
is then without Jurisdiction. 
4. It's an Simulated Administrative Order that was given to a Respondent, in a court file to 


make that person believe it was real and that they must take action reliant on it 
2. 21-5907. Simulating legal process (a) Simulating legal process is: (1) Distributing to another any document which 
simulates or purports to be, or is designed to cause others to believe it to be, a summons, petition, complaint or 
other legal process, with the intent to mislead the recipient and cause the recipientClerk of the District Court, Johnson County Kansas 
to take action in reliance thereon Simulating Legal Process Class A Misdemeanor. 04/08/2024 04:12pm AM 


3. This endeavor against Mr. Escalante is over. If this Criminal Courtroom and Judge Sample and the 
Prosecution believe that the Defendant, holding judicial crimes of the Chief and a District Judge is 
not grounds for a Venue Change awarded to the Defendant, then thats foolish. 

4. Furthermore, this criminal proceeding is attempting to maliciously prosecute the Defendant. This 
case 24-DV 00172 CAN'T PROSECUTE MR ESCALANTE SO WHY ARE WE STILL TRYING? 


The civil order alleged to be violated in this case by defendant was issued under weak authority of civil 
judge Burmaster and he ordered Doc 307 pursuant to KSA 60-254 while citing KSA 23-3207. Prior 

higher court rulings in STATE VS HENDRICKS has already determined that KSA 23-3207 interoculatory 
order can't be charge criminally, and furthermore KSA 60-254 Can't even legally hold Doc 307. 


(52 Kan App 2d 737) 
5. There are protection and restraining order deceptions appearing from the Civil Court of Johnson Co. 


so what can be said of a criminal court/prosecution who is trying to prosecute the Defendant who has 
discovered it. Cease and desist from 24-DV00172 and 23-DV00908, or change the venue upon Exhibits 


A, B,C, D, E. 
1. Judicial notice is asked to Judge Sample of Case 22CV03391, File Stamp 4/8/24 EXPARTE FATHERS 


MOTION TO TERMINATE PFS ORDER DUE TO NON COMPLIANCY OF FEDERAL VAWA 


18USC2265 AND STATE LAW 60-31a06. Inconsistent orders doesn't work anymore. 
WHEREFORE, the Plaintiff, also attaches Exhibits B, C, D and shows the Defendant Judge Burmaster committed 


a crime also of KSA 21-5907, on Oct 18, 2023. The second process serve of Extended Order of Protection Doc 26 could 
not occur AGAIN on Oct 18, 2023, because it expired on Aug 10, 2023, when Judge didn't follow the Page 2 

directive on the Extended Order Forms, its not optional, or it's without jurisdiction. From the period of Aug 10 

failed, flawed process serve without a VAWA certificate upto October 18, 2023, the extended order was dead, expired. 
And Burmaster coming in on Oct 18, 2023, stealing shared custody with an Order while also unlawfully extended 

an expired order Doc 26 and doing nothing but reprint the old documents that were dated on Aug 10, and July 28, 2022 
then giving them to me on Oct 18, 2023, and not file stamped with Oct 18, that was his crime of KSA 21-5907. 

This Criminal would be well advised that 2 judge, a one being the Chief have broken Kansas laws independently 

and nobody has authority to hurt my children, by persecuting me without the merit to do so. 

This court is being highlight in media exposing, I suggest it let the Defendant go, transfer out, or we take judge crimes 


into Trial with us and thats that first thing we are going to talk about with a jury and the DOJ.. 


Transfer venue immediately to be appropriate for all parties. Thx. 
y pprop pP a. 
Matthew Escalante 
a 733 Hemlock St 
Gardner KS 


Phone 913-286-2250 
Email eskie678@aol.com 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 


I hereby certify that the Motion to Change Venue was sent to parties in the Proceeding on 4/8/24 
through electronic mail service to the following addresses 


Bianca.finney@joco.gov.org 


EXHIBIT A (NOT FILED/NO JURISDICTION) 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 


CIVIL COURT DEPARTMENT 
Case No. 22CV890 
Division 22 
Chapters 23 and 60 
Honorable 
Jason Billam 
In the Matter of: ) 
) 
) 
SHIRA GORDON (fka KNOCHE) ) 
Petitioner, ) 
) 
STEVEN KNOCHE ) 
Respondent ) 
ADMINISTRATIVE ORDER 


IT IS ORDERED that the attorneys of record may discuss the contents of the attached report with their 
clients, but shall not give a copy of the report to their clients and shall not permit the clients to read or make 
notes from the report. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that a party not represented by counsel may at the Court’s discretion, be 
allowed to review the report, but shall not be provided with a copy of such report. The Court may set further 
conditions upon the review of the report by a party not represented by counsel. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that failure to comply with the terms of this order, by either attorney or a 
party, may be punishable by sanctions for contempt as the Court may determine. 

/s/ Charles Droege 


Chief Judge 
Tenth Judicial District 


Expedited Child Interviews 
Children’s Peace Alliance Foundation 
Confidential 


For Professional Use Only 


Children’s Peace Alliance 


Foundation 


February 4, 2024 


Honorable Jason Billam 
Johnson County District Court 
Div 22 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT, JOHNSON COUNT 


28 USCS SECTION 1738 


22CV03391 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 


CIVIL COURT DEPARTMENT 

In Re The Matter Of: ) 
) 

Janelle Leigh Escalante, ) Case No. 22CV3391 

Plaintiff, ) CourtNo. 14 

and ) 
) 
Matthew Aaron Escalante, ) 
Defendant. ) 


ORDER TEMPORARILY EXTENDING PROTECTION 
FROM STALKING ORDER 

Now on the date filed herein, Plaintiff's Motion For Temporary Extension Of 
Protection From Stalking Order Pending Hearing On The Final Extension Request 
And For Immediate Ruling Pursuant To Supreme Court Rule 133 (Doc 17) comes 
before the Court. 

Whereupon the Court, having reviewed the motion, and being well and 
fully advised, finds and orders as follows: 

1. Pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 133, the Court finds that oral 
argument regarding the motion would not materially aid the Court. Further, the 
Court has authority to temporarily extend the current protection from stalking 
orders pending hearing on plaintiff’s Motion (Doc 13) on August 10, 2023. 

2. Therefore, the Court grants Plaintiff’s Motion (Doc 17). 

3. The Protection from Stalking Order (Doc 9) shall be and is temporarily 
extended through and including August 10, 2023. All orders set forth in the 
Protection from Stalking Order (Doc 9), filed July 28, 2022, shall remain in full force 


and effect through and including August 10, 2023, of as otherwise may be 


modified by the Court. 
/s/ PAUL BURMASTER 
ABRO ONDEREN: Dated: 07/24/23 
Judge of the District Court 

BURMASTER KNEW HE 
WAS BREAKING THE LAW 1 
ON OCT 18 2023 AS HE IS DOING 
IN PRIOR EXHIBIT. 


Clerk of the District Court, Johnson County Kansas 
07/25/23 08:35am ST 


Submitted By: 


BEAM-WARD, KRUSE, WILSON 
& FLETES, LLC 


/s/ Christopher T. Wilson 
Christopher T. Wilson, #15527 


8645 College Blvd, Suite 250 
Overland Park, KS 66210 
(913) 339-6888 
cwilson@bkwflaw.com 
ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF 


Clerk of the District Court, Johnson County Kansas 
07/25/23 08:35am ST 


STATE OF KANSAS 


OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 
PUBLIC PROTECTION DIVISION 
Kris W. KOBACH MEWORIAL HALL 
ATTORNEY GENERAL 120 SW 10TH AVE.. 2ND FLOOR 
TorExa, KS 66612-1597 
(7B5) 296-3751 © FAX (785) 291-3699 
TOLL FREE IN KANSAS (800) 432-2310 
www. INYOURCORNERKANSAS. ORG 


March 7, 2024 


Matthew Escalante 


133 Hemlock Sr 


Gardner, KS 66030 
KORA Complaint - Tenth Judicial District (Honorable Paul Burmaster Division 14) 


RE: 
Our File Number PP-24-000051 


Dear Mr, Escalante: 


On March 7, 2024, we received your KORA complaint that you submitted online March 6, 2024. In your 
complaint, you alleged that the Tenth Judicial District (Honorable Paul Burmaster Division 14) violated 


the Kansas Open Records Act (KORA). 


This matter remains pending. We will contact you if further information is needed relating to your 
complaint. Additionally, we will advise you of the results of our review when it is concluded. 


We appreciate your patience as we continue our review of this matter. 


Sincerely, 


Ab mbuQmnite 


Amber Smith 
First Assistant Attorney General 
Open Government Enforcement Section 


KRIS W., KOBACcH 


5 
STATE OF KANSAS 
OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 
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March 7, 2024 


Marthew Escalante 
733 Hemlock Se 
Gardner, KS 6050 


RE: KORA Complaint - Tenth Judicial District (Hanarable Paal Burmasıer Division 14) 
Our Fe Number PP-24-000051 


Dear Mr. Escalante: 

On March 7, 2024, we received pour KORA compbin: thar you submitted online March 6, 2024. In pour 
comgplaint, you alleged that the Tenth Judicial District (Honorable Paul Suemaster Division 14) violated 
the Karnas Open Records Act (KORA). 


This matter emim pending. We will contact you if further infcemenon is needed rebting to your 
complains. Additionally, we will advise you of the results of our review when itis concluded 


We appreciate yout patience as we continue ot review of this mater: 
Sincerely, 
Amber Senih 


Piest Assistant Attocney General 
Open Government Enforcement Section 
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Matthew Escalante 
733 Hemlock Se 
Gardner, KS 64030 


RE KORA Complaine - Tenth Judicial Disie Q ovorable Paul Burmaster Division 14) 
Our File Number FP-24- 000086 


Dear Mr, Escalante: 
On April 2, 2024, we received your KORA complains that you rubmitted online March 31, 2024. Lu yous 


complaint, you alleged that the Tenth Judical District (Honorable Paul Burmaster Division 14) violated 
the Kansas Open ecards Act (KORA)? 


This mater remains pending, We will contact you if further information is needed relating to your 
coamphins. Additionally, we wil advise vou of the sevulis of our review when it is cormehadod. 


We appreciate your patience as we continws Gur review of Unis matter 
Sincerely, 
n (e E 
Charani 
Amber Smith 


Fir: Assistant Attorney General 
Open Government Enforcement Section 
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As THIS COURT IS VIOLATION OF KANSAS OPEN 
RECORDS ACT AND DEFENDANTS RIGHTS 


COURT CAN"T EXPLAI 


OUT OF THOSE. MISSINGCASE 


RECORD OF THE OCT|18 THAT SHOWS SERVED IN 
ae NEXTEXHIBIT (UNLAWFULLY):WHILE PREJUDICING OF 

BURMASTERON THE DEFENDANT) EVERYONE HAS 

KNOWLEDGE KNOWPLEASE DISMISS THE PROCEEDING 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 


MALE , Plaintiff 
eee Case No, 22 CYOBS91 
JLE. , Defendant 


EXPARTE DEFENDANT FATHERS MOTION TO TERMINATE 
EXTENDED ORDER 22CV03391 FOR NONCOMPLIANCE 
WITH FEDERAL VAWA 18USC2265 AND KANSAS LAW OF 
(K.S.A. 60-31a06(e)) 


(This form cannot be used to extend a protection order.) 


[C] Plaintiff Defendant asks the court to modify the protection from stalking, sexual 


assault, or human trafficking order entered on August 10th ‚2023, 


K.S.A. 60-31a06(e) allows me to request modification of the protection from stalking, 
sexual assault, or human trafficking order and I am asking that the protection from stalking, 


sexual assault. or human trafficking order be changed in the following way: 


The Extended Order of Protection (doc 26) attached hereto as Exhibit A, is without 18 USC 2265 

certification, or VAWA text. All Protection Orders in the United States must have VAWA proof of 

Compliance, at minimum some VAWA text needs to be on Doc 26. DocBoth Doc 26 and Doc 27 

expired in insufficiency on August 10th 2023 (Exhibit C) Ext Order must be dismissed to comply 

with Kansas Law Chap 60, KSA 31a-04 through KSA 60-31a08. It was too late on 26 and Doc 27 are 

the same. Exhibit C's date of certified transcript for the Trial Court Judge to fix a fatal flaw of 

non-enforceability of not havinga VAWA certificate of compliance. The Extended Order must be 

terminated, and reversed to at minimum Aug 10th, 2023. If petitioner seeks to have a new order issued 

she must then follow the Law of KSA 60-31a04 again for a final order, like everyone else. Reverse demanded 

from the Defendant, who does have a statutory right to demand that any protection order issued 

against him be compliant with Kansas Law. Exhibit C, shows back to back extended orders served 

and that is not Kansas Law of Extended Ordering. Kansas Judicial Code of Conduct Rule 2.7 Judge 

has a responsibility to hear a KSA 60-31a06 Motion of Facts, and Rule 2.5 [4] this PFS must be 

digo of inaccordance with Law, non docketing or delays is infringing on Interference with Judicial process 
I request that the court terminate and reverse the extended order of protection from stalking orde 


doc 26 and doc 27 as they do not follow Law T Plaintiff s [V]Defendant's Signature 


733 Hemlock St 
£, a — Gardner KS 66030 
./s Matt Escalante [V |Defendant’s address 


913-286-2250 
[_JDefendant's phone number 


NOTE: IF THE PERSON FILING THIS MOTION IS THE PLAINTIFF, DO NOT 
WRITE THE PLAINTIFF’S ADDRESS. 


a Page 1 of 2 SAH OF DISTRICT COURT 


CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that I served a copy of the foregoing Motion to Modify Protection from 
Stalking, Sexual Assault, or Human Trafficking Order email service to Christopher Wilson, who 


represents the purported victim of this VAWA non-compliant protection order case, on April 5th 


2024 , to the following name and address: 


cwilson@bkwflaw.com 


lewannalaw@gmail.com 


MS 
[_] Plaintiff's [¥|Defendant’s Signature 


Representing Party is Submitting a Copy of Motion 

to Modify/Dissolve 22CV03391 to a Peer Review 

group at the DOJ Office of Violence Against Womens Act 

in hopes that DOJ can enforce the federal laws of VAWA, 

as Kansas is failing to do so, 10th district refusing to 

follow laws of Protective Order statutes after having unlawfully 
double extended this P.O. . A redacted copy for peer review 
sent to 


US. DOJ OVW 

145 N Street NE 

Washingtong D.C 20530 

and OVW.peerreview@usdoj.gov 
OVWinfo@usdoj.gov 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT, JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 
28 USCS SECTION 1738 
IN THE MATTER OF: 


JANELLE LEIGH ESCALANTE, 


PLAINTIFF, EXHIBIT A 


vs 


“MATTHEW AARON ESCALANTE, 
DEFENDANT, 22CV3391 


Authentication under Act of Congress 


STATE OF KANSAS ) 
) SS. 
COUNTY OF JOHNSON) 


I, Jennie Leach, Chief Clerk of the District Court, in and for Johnson 
County, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a full and correct copy of 


EXTENSION OF PROTECTION FROM STALKING ORDER FILED 23 AUG 10 AM 11:17 


in the case therein entitled, as the same appears in my office. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand, and affixed the Seal of 
Said Court at the City of Olathe, this 8% day of December 2023. 


Jennie Leach 
Chief Clerk of the District Court 


STATE OF KANSAS ) 
) SS. 
COUNTY OF JOHNSON) 


I, J. Charles Droege, Judge of the Tenth Judicial District of said 
State, and Administrative Judge of the District Court of Johnson County, do 
hereby certify that Jennie Leach, by whom the above attestation was made, was 
at the date thereof Chief Clerk of the District Court, duly qualified, and 
that the same is in due form of law and made by the proper officer. 


¿Dated this 8th day of December 2023. 


R 2 | Lis: Ds 
AKU 


Administrative Judge 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 
Protection from Stalking (K.S.A. 60-31a01 er seg.) G a. 


Extension of Protection from Stalking Order for DRo Additional Years or up to Life 


K.S.A. 60-31a06(d 
Court ORI Number: j 


Plaintiff Identifiers: 


Plaintiff: 


Year of Birth |1983 (Date File Stamp) 


Janelle Leigh Escalante 


Sex: 


Defendant Identifiers: 


Defendant: 


Matthew Aaron Escalante 


DL STATE DL EXP. DATE 
un Eee 


Appearances: [X] Plaintiff Defendant C Defendant Does Not Appear 
X Plaintiff's Attorney CI Defendant's Attorney C Other 


he Court Finds: (Only the provision(s) initialed by the judge apply.) 


aG The defendant has violated a valid protection order. 


__ The defendant has been convicted of a person felony or a conspiracy, criminal solicitation or attempt thereof, under the laws of 
Kansas or the laws of another jurisdiction which are substantially similar to such person felony, committed against the plaintiff or a 


he Court Orders: (Only the provision(s) initialed by the judge apply.) 


After review of the file and evidence, the court orders that the attached Final Protection from Stalking Order, entered on 


Lg 20 2.7) ‚shall be extended: 
pudes + Shel ot contact 


PI mil Z-A 2026. re : gel except & 
ul Pefehonao cs Cove ese 
for the lifetime of pi > a Arce dsays on ly poy bee 7 
All other terms of the original order shall remain 


Zest" (pd 


in effect. 
This order shall be effective until: PAS - 2026 ; 


ONLY THE COURT CAN CHANGE THIS ORDER. 


SO ORDERED: 
gto -2072 


Date EmAcarE OF CLERK OF THE DISTRICT COURT THE _ 
: CORRECTO SUM 


SAT al 
3 L 
07/01/2012 ern 
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WARNING TO DEFENDANT 


Violation of this order may be a severity level 6 perso 
thereto. 


n felony under K.S.A. 21-5924, and amendments 


ATTACH THIS EXTENSION ORDER TO THE ORIGINAL PROTECTION FROM STALKING 
ORDER. 


PRAECIPE/REQUEST FOR SERVICE 


To the Sheriff of JOHNSON __ 


Service on Chief Law Enforcement Officer: 
County, _____KS, serve Defendant at: 


_ === SS 


** SERVED IN COURT** 


nn 
IDENTIAL PD 


ee ee eres eres 3 


07/01/2012 
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EXHIBIT B page 10 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF JOHNSO COUNTY, KANSAS 
CIVIL COURT DEPARTMENT 


JANELLE ESCALANTE, ) 

Petitioner, ) Case No. 18-CV-3813 
) 
) 


Division 14 
vs Chapter 60D 
MATTHEW ESCALANTE, ) 

Respondent. ) 


TRANSCRIPT OF HEARING 


PROCEEDINGS had before the HONORABLE JUDGE PAUL W. 
BURMASTER, District Court Judge of Johnson County, Kansas, in 
connection with the above-captioned matter on the 18th of 
October, 2023. 


APPEARANCES 


The Petitioner appeared by and through Counsel Mr. 
Christopher Wilson, Beam-Ward, Kruse, et al., 6845 Collage 
Boulevard, Suite 250, Overland Park, Kansas, 66210. Both 
Respondent and Counsel appeared via Zoom video. 


The Respondent appeared in person and by and through 
Counsel Mr. Edward L. Bigus, 110 South Cherry, Suite 203, 
Olathe, Kansas, 66061, via Zoom video. 


Transcribed by: Carol A. Roberts, CSR 
Supreme Court #1051 


1 visits with your children at Layne Project. 
2 Have you done that? 
3 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Uh, I have had -- just - 
4 - uh, started attempting to schedule on August 22nd. Here 
5 are these e-mails. 
6 And, uh, Layne Project failed to let me do that. Um, 
7 that is here from Trina, the Director. And I am reporting 
8 employment, officially, starting tomorrow. I have the 
9 human resources information here. 
10 Since within seven days I’m required to do that. Uh, 
11 Bigus -- Mr. Bigus has that. 
12 THE COURT: So the answer is no, you didn’t go 
13 see your children? 
14 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: I tried tos 
15 THE COURT: Uh-huh. And your motion, you fairly 
16 confessed the fact that you violated my order, Mr. 
17 Escalante. 
18 You say in the -- your Motion to Vacate or Set Aside 
19 the Judgment to the Order, long titles on these things. 
20 Given on August 14th, supervised parenting time and 
Al threat of loss of liberty from the presiding judge PWB 
22 pursuant to R.5.A. 50-260 == this is Document 305 of the 
23 record of action. 
24 In that, you confess that you were ordered to have at 
28 least one visit within 30 days. And that you didn’t 


Integrity Transcription, Carol A. Roberts, Certified Shorthand Reporter 
785-221-0039 


receive any denial from the Layne Project until September 
29th, which is well after the 30 days. 
So why not exercise your first visit in the 30 days? 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: September 12th is what 


can show. So that is inexperience showing in that motion. 


But, no, um, Layne Project, Trina -- 


=] 


THE COURT: So you’re saying the Layne Project 
said they wouldn’t take you? Why is that? 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Layne -- uh, the Layne 


Project had said the $200 was not mine. They said I 
walked in there and gave it to them. 
And I said, well, I never == 


THE COURT: What -- what -- what $200? 


= 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: The $200 that you, uh, 


that was indicated to the Court was on a credit of mine? 


7] 


THE COURT: I was told that you had some money 


on account == 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Yeah, uh, we we wer 


told incorrectly. 


So she finally tells me that. An attorney walked in 


and said put this on his account. But they didn't -- 
nobody notified me. 

And they notified you. But they didn't tell you the 
circumstances of how that occurred. Uh, that -- 


TH 


E 


COURT: Ms. -- Ms. -- okay, let’s stop. 


Integrity Transcription, Carol A. Roberts, Certified Shorthand Reporter 
785-221-0039 


D 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Yeah. 


T 


THE COURT: First of all, you’re misstating the 


facts. 


Ms. Pennell called over there to s if you had an 
arrearage or some reason that you couldn’t do the visits. 
And they said you could. And in fact, you had money on 
account. 

But whether you had money on account or not was not 
my order. My order was that you go do the visits. 

So what does this $200 have to do with you doing the 


visits you’re not doing? 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: She got off 


communications with me, Trina did. When I asked her about 
the $200. I asked very nicely, very pleasantly. 

Um, I don't know if she felt cornered or trapped, 1 
don’t know what happened there. But I know that was not 


my fault, um -- 


THE COURT: Let -- let me guess. You harassed 
her about whoever put the $200 on, she finally got fed up 


with you. 


T 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: There's no e-mails that 


can support that. 


THE COURT: Uh-huh. And when did they 
correspond with you and say that they wouldn't work with 


you? 


Integrity Transcription, Carol A. Roberts, Certified Shorthand Reporter 
785-221-0039 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: 


El 


Uh, they just didn't. 


so I got in Aug -- August 22nd, first attempt where I said 


please schedule. 


And I’ve got a whole series of e-mails, um, where 
they -- she wouldn’t schedule it. 


THE COURT: Mm-hm. And when was this? 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Uh, this one's dated, 
uh, September 12th. Uh, was when 30 days was about to 
expire. 


THE COURT: And what does it say? 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: 


E 


Uh, I said please 


schedule this by September 12th. And, uh, and then that's 


Es She never fulfilled her end of the deal on that. she 


THE COURT: So you sent an e-mail saying please 


schedule by September 12th? 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: I called them as well. 


T 


THI 


E 


COURT: Mm-hm. And what did they say when 
you talked to them on the phone? 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: She -- let’s talk about 


the $200. And she's like, we are investigating. Okay, 
that’s great: But == 


THE COURT: She wanted to talk about the 200? 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Absolutely. 


THE COURT: I see. 


Integrity Transcription, Carol A. Roberts, Certified Shorthand Reporter 
785-221-0039 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: ‘Cause she gave me three 


E 


different stories. 


THE COURT: So you offered to pay yourself 
rather than worry about the $200? 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: I didn’t get to that 


point. I was worried about find -- identifying the day. 
And then we were going to get the money. 
But, no, she stopped anything. 


TH 


COURT: So if I can arrange with the Layne 


E 


Project, you'11 go over there right now and visit with 
your children? 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Yeah. I mean if that's 


good -- well, they've disqualified so that would be 


between you and -- you and the Layne Project. 


THE COURT: And if we could send you someplace 
else, like say, Passage, you’d do that today? 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: If that's what the Court 


felt was necessary, then, yes, it probably would have to 


be done. 

THE COURT: Mr. Bigus, do you have these e- 
mails? 

MR. EDWARD BIGUS: I, I do not. 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: They’re docketed, uh -- 

THE COURT: Docketed? What do you mean 
docketed? 
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MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: They're docketed in a 


higher court. Uh, in an evidence list -- 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: I have a letter in front of 


me that Mr. Escalante, uh, sent to Trina Nudson on August 


22nd, asking her to set up a session for September 12th. 


THE COURT: Okay. 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Counsel has a copy of 


more e-mails too. 


THE COURT: And there's a response from them? 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: I, I don't know. 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Nah, uh, Counsel has 


them in his e-mail that got served a pleading today. He's 
got a bunch of e-mails that are attached to an exhibit 


list. 


COURT: Mr. Bigus, do you have -- 


EDWARD BIGUS: Well, you haven’t filed this 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Yes, it is. 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: How -- how did you file a 


petition for writ of habeas corpus before you’re 


incarcerated? 


MR. EW ESCALANTE: The clerk agreed to 


docket it. 


TH It, it was dismissed, Mr. Bigus. 


MR. ESCALANTE: No, this is a new one. 
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E] 


MR. 


MR. 


COURT: Oh. 


EDWARD BIGUS: I guess this was filed today? 


MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Yes, she had -- the 


clerk is going to docket at 11:00. 


THE 


MR. 


federal court. 


THE 


MR. 


TH 


E 


COURT: The clerk here? 


zj 


MATTH] 


W ESCALANTE: 


No, the -- in the 


tz 


COURT: Oh, okay. 


MATTHEW ESCALANTE: We felt that was fair. 


T 


COURT: Do you have that e-mail, Mr. Bigus? 


I’m -- I’m hearing there’s an e-mail from the Layne 


Project saying they denied him but I’m not seeing it. 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: Um, I, it, it’s possible that 
I have an e-mail at the office. I, I don’t -- I don't 
know. I == 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: You do. I guess, I, uh, 


sent it to you. 


THE 


COURT: And does -- is there a reason why 


they turned him down? 


MR. 


MR. 


an e-mail. 


THE 


MATTHEW ESCALANTE: 


El 


She did not -- she -- 


EDWARD BIGUS: I, I don't recall seeing such 


COURT: Right. 


EDWARD BIGUS: And they go across my desk, 
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THE COURT: We will be on the record in Case 


Number 18-CV-3813. Today is October 18th, 2023. 
Counsels, will you please announce your appearances? 


MR. CHRISTOPHER WILSON: Please the Court, Your 


Honor, Petitioner by and through Counsel Chris Wilson. 

MR. EDWARD BIGUS: If it please the Court, 
Matthew Escalante appears in person with, uh, Counsel for 
contempt proceedings, Edward L. Bigus. 


THE COURT: All right. Please be seated. 


Pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 1001, parties may not 
record the hearing without the Court's consent. 


Violation of that is a matter of contempt. 


Mr. Wilson, can you tell me what the status is of the 
child support in this case? 


MR. CHRISTOPHER WILSON: Yes, Judge and 1'11 -- 


what 1 do know is that Mr. Escalante filed a Motion to 


Modify Child Support back, I believe, in the spring. 
Maybe early summer. 

He has not pursued that motion. I understand that 
the judgment, arrears judgment is near $30,000. Maybe 28 
to 30, 

Um, so that's what I understand at this point. 


THE COURT: All right. Thank you, Mr. Wilson. 


All right. We last appeared on August 14th. At that 


time, Mr. Escalante, you were ordered to conduct three 
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MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: She did not give any -- 


R. EDWARD BIGUS: Some of them have been -- 


zj 


R. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: == reason. 


R. EDWARD BIGUS: -- 20 pages and I frankly 


haven’t read them word-for-word. 


THE COURT: All right. Apparently when the 


protection from stalking and related case was served, it 


didn't have the original final order attached. 


We are going to serve Mr. Escalante a copy of that 


now so that he knows he's got a cop -- a copy of it. 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: I’m -- I'm sorry, what is 


this? 


THE COURT: When the PFS was extended at a 


previous hearing, he was given the extension. But LE 


didn’t have the attached original final order. 


Mr. Escalante has complained about that. So we're 
making sure he gets a copy of that. 

So the record should reflect that he was just served 
with that today. 


All right. The reason that the Court sentenced Mr. 


Escalante to 30 days in jail and gave him the opportunity 


to purge that is because the Court wanted Mr. Escalante to 
visit with his children. 
And he hasn't done that. Over a year ago on June 


30th, Father was ordered by this Court to exercise a 
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handful of supervised parenting sessions at the Layne 


Project due to messages he had sent to his children. 
The Court wanted to make clear that Father was safe 


to be with the children. Because the messages he sent 


were clearly inappropriate. 
Saying that Mom hated him. Saying that the 
children's voices and names were being used in charges 


against him, including copies of those charges in texts to 


the children. A number of inappropriate things. 
At that time, the Father made clear to the Court that 
he would take a knee and not see his children until after 


the first of the year. 


The Court implored Mr. Escalante to reconsider, to 
visit his children, to work with the Guardian ad Litem and 
to reestablish a normal parenting time routine with his 
children: 

Since that time, Father has stead flat (sic) 
steadfastly refused to see his children. 


The Court has done all it can to encourage Father to 


see his children. The Court has asked Father. The Court 


has explained that seeing the children would be in their 


best interest. 


The Court has threatened Father with contempt. Which 


is the purpose of contempt. To -- to coerce correct 


behavior. 
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And the Court has even sentenced Father to 30 days in 
jail. All to no avail. 


Even at no cost to him, Father has refused to visit 


his children. He has steadfastly refused to see his 
children and refused to provide all but the tiniest of 
financial support for them. 

Instead of seeing or supporting his children, he has 


focused on harassing Mother, her Counsel, the Court and 


others with frivolous lawsuits and absolutely false 
allegations on the internet. 

The Court has been as patient as it can be with Mr. 
Escalante. But just seeing there’s no further reason -- a 
just further reason for delay. 


Parties have been divorced for several years. The 


Court has made plain that only two issues remain, which is 


parenting time and child support. 


The Court will leave the issue of child support to 
the hearing officer. 

Regarding parenting time, the Court finds pursuant to 
K.S.A. 23-3203, that it is in the best interest of the 
minor children for Mother to have sole decision making 
custody of the children. 

This Father has refused to see his children. 

Further, as Father is actively estranged himself from 


the children, Father will exercise no time with the 
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children or contact with the children by any means until 
he contacts the Livingston Counseling Office, begins 
reintegrated therapy with the children at his expense. 


And produces a report from the therapist, 


recommending expanded time with the children. 

He is directed to contact Livingston Counseling 
without delay. 

There -- the Court will consider no motions of any 
kind by Father until he complies with the Court’s order. 
This is a final order and judgment issued in accordance 
with K.S.A. 60-254. 

Parties are advised they may appeal this decision. 
The Court will file its own journal entry. 

I'm not going to send you to Jail today, Mr. 
Escalante. Because that was not the point. 

The point was to get you to try to show some 
responsibility here, support your children, visit your 
children, parent your children. 


I've been as patient as I can with you. I’ve given 


13 


you more grace and time than any litigant 1've ever had in 


my courtroom. 

And you've gone the opposite direction, flailing 
about, blaming everyone, complaining to everyone, laying 
this false trail of information that you're being denied 


parenting time when the opposite is true. 
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dl The Court has repeatedly urged you and even ordered 
2 you to see your children. 
3 So I don't see that there's any point in 
4 incarcerating you. That wasn't the point in the first 
5 place. 
6 It was to try to get you to comply. But it’s clear 
7 that even under the threat of jail, you refused to see 
8 your children. 
9 So given that, that will be the final order and 
10 judgment. But the Court -- the Court will issue its own 
11 journal entry. 
12 And with that, we'll be adjourned. Thank you. 
13 MR. EDWARD BIGUS: Are -- are these, uh, 
14 contempt proceedings at end then? 
LS THE COURT: They are. 
16 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: I, I’m supposed to give 
1.7 written, uh, job notification. 
18 [END OF HEARING] 
1.9 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
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I, Carol A. Roberts certify that the foregoing transcript 


of proceedings in the District Court of Johnson County, Kansas, 


In the Matter of Escalante, Docket No. 18-CV-3813, held on 
October 18, 2023, was prepared using standard electronic 
transcription equipment and is a true and accurate record of 


the proceedings to the best of my knowledge and ability. 


Signature Carel A. tur, SL_ 


Date December 1,42023 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 


In the Matter of EXHIBIT C ú Judge 
JANELLE ESCALANTE, Petitioner knowledge of expired order 
END. 22CV3391 extended on 
V Division: 14 
Oct 16. 


MATTHEW ESCALANTE, Respondent in Exhibit B 


NOTICE OF IN PERSON HEARING Dismiss the PO 


The court will hold a hearing on the PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF please 
PROTECTION FROM STALKING ORDER On August 10, 2023 at 10:00 a.m. _ in 
Division 14 at the Johnson County Courthouse, 150 W Santa Fe, Olathe, Kansas. 


HEARING WILL BE IN PERSON. DO NOT APPEAR AT THE COURTHOUSE 


/s/ PAUL BURMASTER 
Dated: 07/21/23 


DISTRICT COURT JUDGE 


PRAECIPE FOR ISSUANCE OF SERVICE 


To the Sheriff of JOHNSON Serve on Chief Law Enforcement Officer: 
County, KS, serve Defendant at: 


20815 W 99" ST GARDNER PD 
LENEXA, KS 66220 


Clerk of the District Court, Johnson County Kansas 
07/21/23 12:42pm ST 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 


CIVIL COURT DEPARTMENT 

In Re The Matter Of: ) 
) 

Janelle Leigh Escalante, ) Case No. 22CV3391 

Plaintiff, ) Court No. 14 

and ) 
) 
Matthew Aaron Escalante, ) 
Defendant. ) 


ORDER TEMPORARILY EXTENDING PROTECTION 


ASS SEF EV NAAR AA Ad I of ZI III 


FROM STALKING ORDER 


Now on the date filed herein, Plaintiff's Motion For Temporary Extension Of 
Protection From Stalking Order Pending Hearing On The Final Extension Request 
And For Immediate Ruling Pursuant To Supreme Court Rule 133 (Doc 17) comes 
before the Court. 

Whereupon the Court, having reviewed the motion, and being well and 
fully advised, finds and orders as follows: 

1. Pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 133, the Court finds that oral 
argument regarding the motion would not materially aid the Court. Further, the 
Court has authority to temporarily extend the current protection from stalking 
orders pending hearing on plaintiffs Motion (Doc 13) on August 10, 2023. 

2. Therefore, the Court grants Plaintiff's Motion (Doc 17). 

3. The Protection from Stalking Order (Doc 9) shall be and is temporarily 
extended through and including August 10, 2023. All orders set forth in the 
Protection from Stalking Order (Doc 9), filed July 28, 2022, shall remain in full force 
and effect through and including August 10, 2023, or as otherwise may be 
modified by the Court. 


/s/ PAUL BURMASTER 
IT IS SO ORDERED. Dated: 07/24/23 


Judge of the District Court 


Clerk of the District Court, Johnson County Kansas 
07/25/23 08:35am ST 


Submitted By: 


BEAM-WARD, KRUSE, WILSON 
& FLETES, LLC 


/s/ Christopher T. Wilson 
Christopher T. Wilson, #15527 
8645 College Blvd, Suite 250 
Overland Park, KS 66210 

(913) 339-6888 


cwilson@bkwflaw.com 
ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF 


Clerk ofthe District Court, Johnson County Kansas 
07/25/23 08:35am ST 


